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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of group I (claims 1 -1 8) in the reply filed on 
1/4/2006 is acknowledged. 

Claims 1-18 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the language of the claim 
raises a question as to whether the claim is directed merely to an abstract idea that is 
not tied to a technological art, environment or machine which would result in a practice 
application producing a concrete, useful, and tangible result to form the basis of 
statutory subject matter under 35 U.S.C 101 . 



As regarding claims 1-15: 

Claims 1-15 recite "a matter-centric document management system". However, 
the claims 1-15 fail to contain a hardware for creating metadata fields. Thus, the bodies 
of claims are merely abstract idea and are being processed without any links to a 
practical result in the technology arts. 

As regarding to claims 16-18: 

Claims 16-18 recite "a method of implementing a matter-centric document 
management system". However, the claims 16-18 fail to contain a tangible result. Thus, 
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the bodies of claims are merely abstract idea and is being processed without any links 
to a practical result in the technology arts. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-5, 8, 9, 10, 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Shutt (US 2003/0217034). 

As to claim 1, Shutt teaches the claimed limitations: 
"a matter file including a plurality of folders, each folder corresponding to a 

document type" as (paragraph [0166], lines 1-10); 

"an attribute assignment logic to automatically create metadata data fields for a 

new document, when the new document is placed in a folder, the metadata fields 

appropriate for the document type" as (figs. 22-23, paragraph [0084], paragraph 

[0129-0130]). 

As to claim 2, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "an metadata copying logic to 
automatically fill in the metadata fields which correspond to metadata fields in a parent 
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folder" as (figs. 14 & 27, paragraph [0136]). 

As to claim 3, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "a security logic to assign a 
security level to the document, the security level corresponding to a security level of a 
parent folder" as (paragraph [0170]). 

As to claim 4, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "a matter creation logic to 
create a new matter folder, the matter creation comprising: matter type logic to receive 
a matter type selection from a user, and to create a plurality of folders within the new 
matter folder, each folder corresponding to a document type" as (paragraph [0181]). 

As to claim 5, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "a work list logic to receive a 
list of users for the new matter folder, and to add the new matter folder to a My 
Matters folder for the list of users" as (fig. 27). 

As to claim 8, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "a subscription logic to 
enable a user to subscribe to a matter file, the subscription putting a copy of a matter 
file in the user's My Matters list" as (paragraph [0082]). 

As to claim 9, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the subscription 
logic enables a user to subscribe to a matter file at a second level, wherein the 
subscription includes the matter file and documents and other folders" as (paragraph 
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[0104]). 

As to claim 10, Shutt teaches the claimed limitations "where the subscription 
logic enables a user to subscribe to another user's subscription list and the user may 
be granted rights to modify another user's subscription list" as (paragraph [0101]). 

As to claim 1 1 , Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "an email logic to file emails 
in an appropriate matter file" as (paragraph [01 12]). 

As to claim 12, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "the email logic to prompt a 
user to send a copy of an email to the matter folder" (fig. 17). 

As to claim 13, Shutt teaches the claimed limitation "a matter file logic to 
arrange the matter file into a taxonomy based on the metadata of the matter file" as 

(fig- D- 

6. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shutt 
in view of McCotter et al (or hereinafter "McCotter") (US 6401097) and further in view 
of Robertson (US 6269369). 

As to claim 6, Shutt does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "an email 
interface to generate an email address for the matter folder, the email address to 
receive emails and file them in a correspondence folder in the matter folder". 
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Robertson teaches creating an email address for a database, the email address to 
receive emails and file (fig. 10, col. 8, lines 10-30). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Robertson's teaching of creating an email address for 
a database, the email address to receives emails and file to Shutt's system to allow a 
user to communicate with other by using the email. 

As to claim 7, Shutt does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "a display 
address closely related to a matter folder name; and an actual address corresponding 
to the display address, the actual address being a unique string". 

Robertson teaches displaying an email address as a unique string ((col. 8, lines 
57-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Robertson's teaching of displaying an email address 
as a unique string to Shutt's system in order to prevent unauthorized user to access a 
user's address book without permission. 

7. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Shutt in view of McCotter et al (or hereinafter "McCotter") (US 6401097) and 
further in view of Lakis (US 5864865). 



As to claim 14, Shutt and McCotter teaches the claimed limitation subject 
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matter in claim 1 , except teaches the claimed limitation "a matter file logic to arrange 
the matter file into an ontology based on attributes of the matter file". Lakis teaches a 
hierarchical parent/child relationship with respect to each other, each object being 
either a parent object to a child object, a child object being either a parent object to a 
child object. The parent object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes 
information of the parent object (col. 4, lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to McCotter's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy 
of the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

As to claim 15, Shutt and McCotter teaches the claimed limitation subject matter 
in claim 1 , except teaches the claimed limitation "a refiling logic to simplify moving a 
plurality of objects into a matter folder by propagating the metadata to each of the 
objects in a hierarchical manner". Lakis teaches a hierarchical parent/child relationship 
with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a child object, a 
child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent object has 
attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent object (col. 4, 
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lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to McCotter's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy 
of the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-5, 8, 9, 10, 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huang et al (or hereinafter "Huang") (US 6571245) in view of 
McCotter et al (or hereinafter "McCotter") (US 6401097). 

As to claim 1 , Huang teaches the claimed limitations: 
"a matter file including a plurality of folders, each folder corresponding to a 
document type" as a file Data including a plurality of folders, each folder 
corresponding to a document type (col. 14, lines 40-50). 
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Huang does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"an attribute assignment logic to automatically create metadata data fields for a new 
document, when the new document is placed in a folder, the metadata fields 
appropriate for the document type". McCotter teaches metadata fields are typically 
created to contain a particular type of data (e.g. document type Date, Author, Project 
ID and Status). Some metadata fields can contain multiple data elements per object. 
For example, a M CC:" or "Recipient" field could have several different names (col. 3, 
lines 10-15). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply McCotter's teaching of metadata fields are typically 
created to contain a particular type of data (e.g. document type Date, Author, Project 
ID and Status). Some metadata fields can contain multiple data elements per object. 
For example, a "CC:" or "Recipient" field could have several different names to Terek's 
system in order to allow users to search documents of all kinds easily and quickly and 
further to improve searching and managing of different types of document efficiently. 

As to claim 2, Huang teaches the claimed limitation "an metadata copying logic 
to automatically fill in the metadata fields which correspond to metadata fields in a 
parent folder" as (fig. 14). 

As to claim 3, Huang teaches the claimed limitation "a security logic to assign a 
security level to the document, the security level corresponding to a security level of a 
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parent folder" as (col. 14, lines 55-65). 

As to claim 4, Huang teaches the claimed limitation "a matter creation logic to 
create a new matter folder, the matter creation comprising: matter type logic to receive 
a matter type selection from a user, and to create a plurality of folders within the new 
matter folder, each folder corresponding to a document type" (fig. 6, col. 9, lines 5-15). 

As to claim 5, Huang teaches the claimed limitation "a work list logic to receive 
a list of users for the new matter folder, and to add the new matter folder to a My 
Matters folder for the list of users" as (col. 8, lines 55-67; col. 9, lines 1-5). 

As to claim 8, Huang teaches the claimed limitation "a subscription logic to 
enable a user to subscribe to a matter file, the subscription putting a copy of a matter 
file in the user's My Matters list" as (fig. 8). 

As to claim 9, Huang teaches the claimed limitation "wherein the subscription 
logic enables a user to subscribe to a matter file at a second level, wherein the 
subscription includes the matter file and documents and other folders" as (col. 8, lines 
35-55). 

As to claim 10, Huang teaches the claimed limitations "where the subscription 
logic enables a user to subscribe to another user's subscription list and the user may 
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be granted rights to modify another user's subscription list" as (col. 14, lines 55-65). 

As to claim 1 1 , Huang teaches the claimed limitation "an email logic to file 
emails in an appropriate matter file" as (fig. 14). 

As to claim 12, Huang teaches the claimed limitation "the email logic to prompt 
a user to send a copy of an email to the matter folder" (figs. 9 &14). 

As to claim 13, Huang and McCotter teaches the claimed limitation subject 
matter in claim 1 , McCotter further teaches the claimed limitation "a matter file logic to 
arrange the matter file into a taxonomy based on the metadata of the matter file" as 

(fig. 3). 

10. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huang et al (or hereinafter "Huang") (US 6571245) in view of McCotter et al (or 
hereinafter "McCotter) (US 6401097).and further in view of Robertson (US 6269369). 

As to claim 6, Huang does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "an email 
interface to generate an email address for the matter folder, the email address to 
receive emails and file them in a correspondence folder in the matter folder". 
Robertson teaches creating an email address for a database, the email address to 
receive emails and file (fig. 10, col. 8, lines 10-30). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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the invention was made to apply Robertson's teaching of creating an email address for 
a database, the email address to receives emails and file toO Huang's system to allow 
a user to communicate with other by using the email. 

As to claim 7, Huang does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "a display 
address closely related to a matter folder name; and an actual address corresponding 
to the display address, the actual address being a unique string". 

Robertson teaches displaying an email address as a unique string ((col. 8, lines 
57-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Robertson's teaching of displaying an email address 
as a unique string to Huang's system in order to prevent unauthorized user to access 
a user's address book without permission. 

1 1 . Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Huang et al (or hereinafter "Huang") (US 6571245) in view of McCotter et al (or 
hereinafter "McCotter") (US 6401097) and further in view of Lakis (US 5864865). 

As to claim 14, Huang and McCotter teaches the claimed limitation subject 
matter in claim 1 , except teaches the claimed limitation "a matter file logic to arrange 
the matter file into an ontology based on attributes of the matter file". Lakis teaches a 
hierarchical parent/child relationship with respect to each other, each object being 
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either a parent object to a child object, a child object being either a parent object to a 
child object. The parent object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes 
information of the parent object (col. 4, lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to McCotter's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy 
of the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

As to claim 15,Huang and McCotter teaches the claimed limitation subject 
matter in claim 1, except teaches the claimed limitation "a refiling logic to simplify 
moving a plurality of objects into a matter folder by propagating the metadata to each 
of the objects in a hierarchical manner". Lakis teaches a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object (col. 4, lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
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the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to McCotter's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy 
of the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

12. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McCotter et al (or hereinafter "McCotter") (US 6401097) in view of Britton (US 
6591289). 

As to claim 16, McCotter teaches the claimed limitations: 
"setting up a matter file in response to a user request, the matter file including 
the plurality of folders" as (col. 3, lines 10-15). 

"automatically creating metadata data fields for a new document filed in one of 
the plurality of folders in the matter file, the metadata fields appropriate for the 
document type" as teaches metadata fields are typically created to contain a particular 
type of data (e.g. document type Date, Author, Project ID and Status). Some 
metadata fields can contain multiple data elements per object. For example, a "CC:" 
or "Recipient" field could have several different names (col. 3, lines 10-15). 

McCotter does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "having a plurality of 
templates, each template designed to set up a matter file including a plurality of 
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folders, each folder corresponding to a document type". 

Britton teaches report templates are stored on the file server 44 as scripted, 
asp-formatted files, for example, template file 147 used to generate a "Daily Status" 
report, and as such, each template file includes an ".asp" filename extension which 
signals to the file server 42 that the browser 65 is requesting that the web server 42, 
and more particularly, the script interpreter 48 of the web server 42, process any 
scripting commands found in the template file 147 before responding to the request 
(col. 9, lines 45-65). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Britton's teaching of report templates are stored on 
the file server 44 as scripted .asp-formatted files, for example, template file 147 used 
to generate a "Daily Status" report, and as such, each template file includes an ".asp" 
filename extension which signals to the file server 42 that the browser 65 is requesting 
that the web server 42, and more particularly, the script interpreter 48 of the web 
server 42, process any scripting commands found in the template file 147 before 
responding to the request to McCotter's system in order to provide a method of 
delivering a formatted document over a communications network based on templates 
to a user. 

13. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
McCotter et al (or hereinafter "McCotter") (US 6401097) in view of Britton (US 
6591289) further in view of Lakis. 
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As to claim 17, McCotter does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "the 
document inheriting metadata information from the one of the plurality of folders into 
which the document is filed". Lakis teaches a hierarchical parent/child relationship 
with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a child object, a 
child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent object has 
attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent object (col. 4, 
lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to McCotter's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy 
of the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

As to claim 18, McCotter does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation 
"wherein the inherited metadata is inferred". Lakis teaches a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
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object (col. 4, lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to McCotter's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy 
of the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

14. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Shutt in 
view of Britton (US 6591289) further in view of Lakis. 

As to claim 16, Shutt teaches the claimed limitations: 
"setting up a matter file in response to a user request, the matter file including 
the plurality of folders" as (fig. 13, paragraph [0105], lines 1-15); 

"automatically creating metadata data fields for a new document filed in one of 
the plurality of folders in the matter file, the metadata fields appropriate for the 
document type" as (figs. 22-23, paragraph [0084], paragraph [0129-0130]). 

Shutt does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "having a plurality of 
templates, each template designed to set up a matter file including a plurality of 
folders, each folder corresponding to a document type". 

Britton teaches report templates are stored on the file server 44 as scripted. 
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asp-formatted files, for example, template file 147 used to generate a "Daily Status" 
report, and as such, each template file includes an ".asp" filename extension which 
signals to the file server 42 that the browser 65 is requesting that the web server 42, 
and more particularly, the script interpreter 48 of the web server 42, process any 
scripting commands found in the template file 147 before responding to the request 
(col. 9, lines 45-65). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Britton's teaching of report templates are stored on 
the file server 44 as scripted .asp-formatted files, for example, template file 147 used 
to generate a "Daily Status" report, and as such, each template file includes an ".asp" 
filename extension which signals to the file server 42 that the browser 65 is requesting 
that the web server 42, and more particularly, the script interpreter 48 of the web 
server 42, process any scripting commands found in the template file 147 before 
responding to the request to McCotter's system in order to provide a method of 
delivering a formatted document over a communications network based on templates 
to a user. 

15. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Shutt in view of Britton (US 6591289) further in view of Lakis. 

As to claim 17, Shutt does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "the 
document inheriting metadata information from the one of the plurality of folders into 
which the document is filed". Lakis teaches a hierarchical parent/child relationship with 
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respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a child object, a child 

object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent object has attributes; 

thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent object (col. 4, lines 17-20; 

col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to Shutt's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy of 
the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

As to claim 18, Shutt does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "wherein 
the inherited metadata is inferred". Lakis teaches a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object (col. 4, lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
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child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to Shutt's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy of 
the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

Bassett et al (US 2003/0131023). 
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